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The paper presents a comparative study of top-ranked Asiatic region journals of Library and 
Information Science discipline. SCImago Journal and the country rank was used to determine the 
top-ranked Asiatic journals in the domain of library and information science. Initially, top 10 
journals were considered which filtered based on the coverage and SJR Ranked. A total of 6 
Journals were considered for further evaluation and comparison, which meets different 
parameters and criteria. A comprehensive scientometric study was also presented of these six 
journals. Further, the paper presents the publication patterns of these six top-ranked journals. 
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Publishing research articles in journals is a common trend in the current period for both the 
academicians and the researchers. The research publication of even a small number of articles in 
top-ranked journals can substantially affect their career andreputation.Singh, Haddad and Chow 
(2007) stated that top journals in various disciplines serve as points of reference for the 
academicians and moreover for many scholars. This is very much important to study about the 
journals, as the currently thousands of journals are publishing in Library and Information Science 
(LIS) discipline and consistently many more journals added every year. Scientometric study is a 
type of method for the analysis of scholarly publications mainly published works in the scientific 
literature. It provides an indication of their impact on academic discourse by considering the 
growth patterns, authorship and co-authorship patterns, pattern of citations, highly cited papers, 
the impact factor of journals, etc. 




The SCImago Journal Rank (SJR) is a measure of articles published in the scholarly journals. 
This shows the visibility of journals contained in the Scopus database (Elsevier B.V.) from 1996 
and later on it has developed the SCImago Institution Ranking (SIR) country wise. It has an 
excellent interface to access the bibliometric indicator database of SCImago journal and country 
Ranking. Since its inception, it is considered as a vital source for journal evaluation in the 
disciplines of natural sciences and social sciences. Elsevier launches a set of transparent, 
comprehensive, current and freely available journal citation metrics called CiteScore-an 
alternative to impact factor (IF) and average citations (James et al. 2018). 
 
Jokie, Mervar and Mateljan (2019) conducted a study on book citations in social science 
journals, and they found that citations of books varied from 7.2% to 47% for the various social 
science disciplines. This also indicated that average shares of edited books were notably below 
the average percentage of book citations. Prieto-Gutierrez and Segado-Boj (2019) found that two 
authorship pattern for publishing papers is highest recorded in collaborative research. They also 
found that Korea and China presented the most collaborative publications, with 40% followed by 
Australia and France by 38%. They noted that 30% of the research contributions were multi-
country publications in 10 top ranking LIS journals. Shukla and Lalengmawia (2018) conducted 
a study on research output analysis of Faculty Members of Mizoram University. They found that 
the majority 87.5% of faculty members preferred to publish journal articles and approximately 
58% of publications having no citations as checked through Scopus database. Shehatta and 
Mahmood (2017) noted that internationally collaborated papers are having more citations than 
single-authored or domestically collaborated papers. Kim, Kim and Kang (2018) investigated the 
citation impact of the Korean natural science and engineering journals from 2009 to 2014 toward 
Science Citation Index Extended (SCIE) journals in terms of Journal Citation Reports (JCR). The 
study revealed that Korean natural science and engineering journals have significantly cited 
SCIE journals. 
 
Ausloos, Nedic and Dekanski (2019) in their article on submission and acceptance of the papers 
noticed that there is more chance of acceptance of the papers if they are submitted during 
particular months, which is different for various journals. Wang and Ho (2017) stated in their 
article on bibliometric analysis of art exhibit reviews that single authorship was the most popular 
pattern, and English was noted as the most preferred language for writing articles. Tripathi and 
Garg (2016) found that 94% papers related to the cereal crop science research in India as seen 
through Scopus database during 1965-2010 were co-authored pattern, and 22% of the total 
published papers remained uncited. Alam and Shukla (2016) identify that more than ten times 
citation received than the number of published articles over the period in the area of solar physics 
research in India. Biradar and Tadasad (2015) measured the authorship pattern of literature in the 
field of economics and found that the majority of the papers were single-authored. Research on 
Evaluation of Editorial Team Scholarly Index (ETSI) was conducted by Xie, Wu and Li (2019) 
and concluded that index has a significantly positive relationship with journal reputation. It is 
clear that top journals are having a good number of editorship balancing with LIS expertise in 
different areas. 
 
Wei (2019) paper of Bibliometric analysis of economics journals concludes that overall, 80.7% 
published documents were research articles and older papers having more citations than newly 
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published papers. They also accepted the growing fashion of co-authorship pattern for 
collaborative research. Sweilesh et al. (2014) conducted a study on scientific research 
productivity at An-Najah National University, Palestine, based on Scopus database. They found 
the high growth in research publications over the year, especially in the case of journal 
publications. Roleda and et al. (2014) measured the research productivity of academic 
departments using the Scopus database. They revealed that the research productivity output was 
mainly focused on journal publications, conference papers, books, and monographs. Bay et al. 
(2013) reported low research productivity due to lack of research methodology skills among 
health educators.  
 
This study presents a scientometric analysis of the articles published in the top six Asian LIS 
journals during the period 2013 to 2018 as selected on the basis of SCImago Journal Rank (SJR). 
Basically, it includes the journal ranking, source normalised impact per paper, citation by year, 
articles by year, cited and not cited paper, review articles, growth pattern, most prolific author, 
country wise contributions, etc. The study is very much relevant in the present scenario as the 
variety of multidisciplinary research publications, and joint authorship trend is going on for 
conducting researches.  
OBJECTIVES 
 
The following objectives considered for the study are: 
1. Identify the top-ranked Asiatic regions journals in the domain of Library and Information 
Science using SCImago Journal and country rank. 
2. Examine the best journals based onspecific benchmarking criteria and parameters. 
3. Analyse and compare the journals based on CiteScore, SJR, SNIP, etc. 
4. Present the combined study based on the growth pattern, doubling time, Annual Growth 
Rate, Most Prolific Authors, and Funding Agencies etc. 
 
RESEARCH DESIGN &METHODOLOGY 
 
1. Selection Criteria of Journals 
 
Top 10 journals were considered which filtered based on the coverage and SJR Ranked. Further, 
these journals were filtered using limit by year from 2013 to 2018. Those journals which have no 
any CiteScore were eliminated, and finally, six journals were considered for the study. The 
selections of the journals are made as follows: 
 
A total of 10 Journals retrieved from the SCImago Journal and Country Rank based on the 
following parameters: Library and Information Sciences> Asiatic Region > Journals. A total of 
10 journals list are reproduced in Table 1 below: 
 
Table 1: Top 10 SJR Ranked Journals 


































1 Malaysian Journal 




19 20 60 827 43 60 0.83 41.35 MY 










8 53 165 1173 93 162 0.50 22.13 IN 





9 28 102 1785 45 101 0.45 63.75 IN 






2 20 20 605 16 20 0.80 30.25 KR 






32 87 265 2499 204 265 0.85 28.72 TW 






5 0 42 0 11 39 0.29 0.00 PK 





12 0 148 0 62 130 0.47 0.00 IN 
8 Journal of 
Educational 




7 9 47 447 12 40 0.44 49.67 TW 






22 0 696 0 151 696 0.00 0.00 CN 





5 8 21 258 0 21 0.00 32.25 JP 
 
It has been found that two journals are not having active status or ceased/cancelled. Therefore, 
the journals, namely the Journal of Digital Information Management (ISSN: 09727272) and 
Journal of Information and Computational Science (ISSN: 15487741), were eliminated. Further 
filtering by the availability of coverage during 2013-2018 and CiteScore, two more journals were 
excluded, namely Journal of Information Science Theory and Practice and Pakistan Journal of 
Information Management and Libraries. Finally, six journals were considered for the data 
analysis during 2013-2018 for which CiteScore available. Detail of these six journals which are 
considered for the study is given in Table 2. 
 
Table 2: Details of the top six journals 




Publisher ISSN Coverage Country 
1.  Malaysian Journal of 
Library and Information 
Science 
0.441 Q2 19 University of Malaya 13946234 1996-ongoing Malaysia 
 
2.  DESIDOC Journal of 
Library and Information 
Technology 








3.  Annals of Library and 
Information Studies 
0.235 Q3 9 National Institute of 
Science Communication 





4.  Journal of Information 
Science and Engineering 
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5.  Journal of Educational 
Media and Library 
Science Access 
0.125 Q4 7 Tamkang University 1013090X 2005-ongoing Taiwan 
6.  Library and Information 
Science 
0.101 Q4 5 Mita Society for Library 
and Information Science 
03734447 1980-ongoing Japan 
 
2. Query STRING 
The following search string is used to compare the journals using Scopus Database: 
(SRCTITLE(Malaysian Journal of Library and Information Science)OR SRCTITLE(DESIDOC 
Journal of Library and Information Technology)OR SRCTITLE(Annals of Library and 
Information Studies)OR SRCTITLE(Journal of Information Science and Engineering)OR 
SRCTITLE(Journal of Educational Media and Library Sciences)OR SRCTITLE(Library and 
Information Science))AND PUBYEAR >  2012  AND  PUBYEAR  <  2019  
 
In order to get the exact data and to examined combined publications patterns, all the journals 
were further search using the following search string: 
( ISSN ( 1016-2364 )  OR  ISSN ( 0974-0643 )  OR  ISSN ( 0972-5423 )  OR  ISSN ( 1394-
6234 )  OR  ISSN ( 0373-4447 )  OR  ISSN ( 1013-090x ) )  AND PUBYEAR >  2012  AND  
PUBYEAR  <  2019 
RESULTS, ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS 
1. CiteScore publication by year  
 
CiteScore calculates the average number of citations received in a calendar year by all items 
published in that journal in the preceding three years. It is available for all newly indexed 
journals with a publication history of 1 year (James et al. 2019). Table 3 presents and cite the 
score of all the six journals from 2013 to 2018. It has been observed from the resultant data that 
Malaysian Journal of Library and Information Science received the highest average Cite Score 
(0.67) from 2013 to 2018. 
 
Table 3: CiteScore publication by year 
Journal Name 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Average 
Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science 
0.61 0.74 0.6 0.71 0.6 0.77 0.67 
DESIDOC Journal of Library and 
Information Technology 
0.1 0.23 0.37 0.47 0.42 0.6 0.37 
Annals of Library and Information 
Studies 
0.4 0.46 0.39 0.28 0.39 0.47 0.40 
Journal of Information Science and 
Engineering 
0.69 0.74 0.66 0.65 0.53 0.77 0.67 
Journal of Educational Media and 
Library Sciences 
0.1 0.09 0.06 0.19 0.22 0.26 0.15 
Library and Information Science 0.15 0.18 0.07 0.09 0.07 0 0.09 





Figure 1: CiteScore publication by year 
2. SCImago journal rank by year (SJR) 
SJR compare the scientific prestige of sources, based on the value of weighted citations per 
document. A source transfers its own 'prestige', or status, to another source through the act of 
citing it. A citation from a source with a relatively high SJR is worth more than a citation from a 
source with a lower SJR. Table 4 presents the SJR weightage of six journals. 
 
Table 4: Journals by SJR 
Journal Name 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Average 
Malaysian Journal of Library and Information 
Science 
0.403 0.294 0.353 0.38 0.297 0.441 0.361 
DESIDOC Journal of Library and Information 
Technology 
0.145 0.275 0.371 0.392 0.313 0.274 0.295 
Annals of Library and Information Studies 0.291 0.363 0.463 0.268 0.268 0.235 0.315 
Journal of Information Science and Engineering 0.236 0.251 0.24 0.201 0.16 0.186 0.212 
Journal of Educational Media and Library Sciences 0.182 0.14 0.116 0.233 0.149 0.125 0.158 
Library and Information Science 0.156 0.103 0.129 0.101 0.14 0.101 0.122 
 
From the data depicted in table 4, it is found that the Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science has the highest Average SJR (0.361) followed by Annals of Library and 
































































Figure 2: SCImago journal rank by year 
 
3. Source normalised impact per paper by year (SNIP) 
 
SNIP compares the citation impact of sources in different subject fields. SNIP is the ratio of a 
source's average citation count per paper, and the 'citation potential' of its subject field. Table 5 
depicts the SNIP value of top six journals. It is found that the Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science is the highest average SNIP (0.674) followed by Annals of Library and 
Information Studies (0.661). 
 
Table 5: Source Normalised Impact per Paper (SNIP) 
Journal Name 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Average 
Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science 
0.915 0.86 0.707 0.517 0.576 0.469 0.674 
DESIDOC Journal of Library and 
Information Technology 
0.126 0.451 0.643 0.616 0.641 0.746 0.537 
Annals of Library and Information Studies 0.217 0.965 0.694 0.4 0.878 0.81 0.661 
Journal of Information Science and 
Engineering 
0.74 0.767 0.635 0.485 0.357 0.336 0.553 
Journal of Educational Media and Library 
Sciences 
0.237 0.286 0.2 0.337 0.329 0.251 0.273 
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Figure 3: Source normalised impact per paper by year 
 
4. Source citations by year 
 
Source Citation compares sources by the number of times a source has been cited in a year. The 
citations are for the current year, but all the documents published by the source (that are 
available in Scopus) are considered regardless of their year of publication. Based on the data 
depicted in Table 6, it has been observed that Journal of Information Science and Engineering 
received the highest average of Source Citations (881.67) followed by Malaysian Journal of 
Library and Information Science (226.50). 
 
Table 6: Source Citations by Year 
Journal Name 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Average 
Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science 
179 218 213 216 222 311 226.50 
DESIDOC Journal of Library and 
Information Technology 
12 57 96 126 118 244 108.83 
Annals of Library and Information Studies 28 60 71 62 91 202 85.67 
Journal of Information Science and 
Engineering 
867 880 854 884 866 939 881.67 
Journal of Educational Media and Library 
Sciences 
24 38 46 47 38 35 38.00 
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Figure 4: Source citations by year 
5. Source documents by year 
 
Source Documents by year compare sources by the number of documents published in a 
year. As per data depicted in Table 7 shows that Journal of Information Science and 
Engineering published the highest number of documents with an average of 88.67 research 
papers per year; followed by DESIDOC Journal of Library and Information Technology 
which publishes an average of 59.17 research papers per year. 
 
Table 7: Source Documents by Year 
Journal Name 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Average 
Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science 
22 20 20 20 20 20 20.33 
DESIDOC Journal of Library and 
Information Technology 
66 63 54 51 60 61 59.17 
Annals of Library and Information 
Studies 
27 45 38 32 32 28 33.67 
Journal of Information Science and 
Engineering 
72 108 115 87 63 87 88.67 
Journal of Educational Media and 
Library Sciences 
20 21 18 15 14 9 16.17 
Library and Information Science 11 4 3 7 11 8 7.33 
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Figure 5: Source Documents by Year 
 
6. Percentage documents not cited by year 
 
Table 8 compare sources by the percentage of documents published in a year that has never been 
cited to date. As per the resultant data depicted in Table 8, the journal named Library and 
Information Science has the highest number of not cited documents (91.29%) followed by 
Journal of Educational Media and Library Sciences (57.74%). It is also concluded from table 8 
that remaining journals are performed well, and they have more than 70% of documents are 
cited. An average of 30% of documents is not cited, which is highly encouraging. 
 
Table 8: Percentage of documents not cited 
Journal Name 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Average 
Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science 
9.09 25 30 45 25 70 34.02 
DESIDOC Journal of Library and 
Information Technology 
28.79 19.05 27.78 45.1 41.67 62.3 37.45 
Annals of Library and Information 
Studies 
11.11 15.56 31.58 43.75 59.38 78.57 39.99 
Journal of Information Science and 
Engineering 
26.39 21.3 35.65 32.18 42.86 70.11 38.08 
Journal of Educational Media and 
Library Sciences 
55 33.33 55.56 53.33 71.43 77.78 57.74 
Library and Information Science 81.82 75 100 100 90.91 100 91.29 
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Figure 6: Percentage of documents not cited 
 
7. Percentage review articles by year 
 
Table 9 presents a comparison of sources by the percent of articles that are review articles. 
The value shown is the percent of documents marked as review articles. It is clearly shown 
from the data that Library and Information Science contains the highest number of a review 
type of article with the average percentage of 25.79/per year, followed by DESIDOC Journal 
of Library and Information Technology (2.21 articles/Year). 
 
Table 9: Percentage Review Article 
Journal Name 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 Average 
Malaysian Journal of Library and 
Information Science 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 
DESIDOC Journal of Library and 
Information Technology 
3.03 0 0 1.96 5 3.28 2.21 
Annals of Library and Information Studies 0 0 0 0 6.25 3.57 1.64 
Journal of Information Science and 
Engineering 
0 0.93 0 0 0 0 0.16 
Journal of Educational Media and Library 
Sciences 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 
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Figure 7: Percentage Review Article 
8. Growth Pattern 
 
Table 10 depicted the combined growth pattern of all six journals during 2013 to 2018. A 
total of 1352 documents were published in these six journals from 2013-18. The Predicted 
value, Growth Rate, Annual Growth Rate; Relative Growth Rate, and Doubling Time was 
calculated and presented in table 10. 
 
Table 10: Growth Pattern of Publications 
YEAR Publications Predicted Growth AGR(Annual) Cumulative   
RGR 
  DT 




2014 261 216.99 0.20 0.03 479 0.18 3.85 
2015 248 215.99 -0.05 -0.01 727 -0.05 -13.57 
2016 212 214.99 -0.15 -0.02 939 -0.16 -4.42 
2017 200 213.99 -0.06 -0.01 1139 -0.06 -11.90 
2018 213 213.00 0.07 0.01 1352 0.06 11.01 
AGR=Annual Growth Rate; RGR=Relative Growth Rate; DT-Doubling Time 
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Figure 8: Growth Rate and AGR 
 
Figure 8 shows a relationship between the Growth Rate and Annual Growth Rate. It is clearly 
observed that both reflect a positive and negative Growth Rate. In the year 2014, the growth rate 
and AGR of publications were positive with 0.20 % and 0.03 respectively; however, the year 
2016 tends to have negative GR and AGR with a value of (-0.15 %) and ( -0.02%) respectively. 
 
 
Figure 9: Relative Growth Rate and Doubling Time 
Figure 9 shows a relationship between the RGR and DT. It is observed that year 2018 represents 
a positive RGR and DT with a value of 0.06 and 11.01, respectively. Therefore, it can say that 
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9. Most Prolific Author  
 
Table 11 presents the most prolific authors of these six journals. A. Abrizah, from University of 
Malaya, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia is top prolific author citation wise and h-index with 83 
documents and 696 citations. However, Brij Mohan Gupta has top prolific author in terms of 
publications with 117 documents and 689 citations and 12 h-index. 
 
Table 11: Top 10 Authors 










Abrizah,  A. The University of Malaya, 
Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia 
83 696 15 555 69 
Garg, Kailash Chandra Indian National Science 
Academy, New Delhi, India 
74 658 15 475 41 
Gupta, Brij Mohan National Institute of Science 
Technology and 
Development Studies India, 
New Delhi, India 
117 689 14 529 75 
Madhusudhan, Margam University of Delhi, New 
Delhi, India 
30 228 8 205 19 
Sen, BimalKanti Department of Science and 
Technology, Government of 
India, New Delhi, India 
37 203 8 168 28 
Dhawan, S. M. National Physical Laboratory 
India, New Delhi, India 
24 75 6 67 10 
Ram, Shri Thapar Institute of 
Engineering & Technology, 
Patiala, India  
29 98 5 89 14 
Gupta, Ritu P. Paul George Global School, 
New Delhi, India 
32 45 4 35 19 
Pandita, Ramesh Baba Ghulam Shah Badshah 
University, Rajouri, India 
24 37 3 31 4 
Chiu, Jeongyeou National Chengchi 
University, Taipei, Taiwan 
40 2 1 2 4 
 
10. Journal wise/Source title top-cited papers  
 
Table 12 presents top-cited papers among these six journals. As per resultant data, Journal of 
Information Science and Engineering has a paper entitled “Inverse-category-frequency based 
supervised term weighting schemes for text categorisation” by Wang, D. and Zhang, H. is the 
highest cited paper during 2013 to 2018.  
 
Table 12: Top Cited Papers -Journal Wise 











supervised term weighting 
schemes for text categorisation 
Wang, D., Zhang, 
H. 
2013 35 532 




Publication productivity of 
University of Kerala: A 
scientometric view 
Gopikuttan, 
A., Aswathy, S. 
2014 12 355 
Annals of Library MOOCs and LIS education: A Pujar, 2014 14 202 





massive opportunity or challenge S.M., Bansode, 
S.Y. 
Malaysian Journal of 
Library and 
Information Science 
Mapping research trends in the 




2014 16 122 
Journal of 
Educational Media 
and Library Sciences 
The effects of inquiry-based 
integrated information literacy 
instruction: Four-year trends 
Chen, L.C., Yan, 
R.-D., Huang, T.-
W. 
2014 6 97 
Library and 
Information Science 
Differences in descriptions of 
Chinese personal and corporate 
name authority Data: A 
comparison between China, Japan 
and South Korea 
Kimura, M. 2013 4 44 
 
11. Keywords (top 15) 
 
A top 15 keywords contain from thesis six journals are presented in figure 10. It is observed that 
the highest number of 85 documents published by the keywords Algorithm, followed by 
Bibliometrics. It may be because the Journal of Information Science and Engineering published 
the highest number of computer science-related papers rather than library and information 
science. The resultant data is encouraging as Bibliometrics and Scientometrics are continue to be 














12. Country-wise contributions 
 
Figure 11 shows the most prolific country in terms of research publication productivity. It has 







































Figure 10: Top Keywords 
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followed by Taiwan (205) and China (195) respectively. It is because there are two Indian 
journals selected for this study out of six. Country-wise contributions figure may be different if 








As per affiliations in concerned, the highest number of documents were contributed by Council 
of Scientific and Industrial Research India (37) followed by National Chiao Tung University 
Taiwan (36) and University of Malaya (35) respectively. Figure 12 represents the details of 





































This present study covers the top 6 journals of Library and Information Science in Asia selected 
on the basis of specific criteria and SCImago Journal Rank. It was observed from the resultant 
data that both Malaysian Journal of Library and Information Science and Journal of Information 
Science and Engineering have the highest average CiteScore (0.67) during the period 2013 to 
2018. The study continued and was found that the Malaysian Journal of Library and Information 
Science has the highest Average SJR (0.361) followed by Annals of Library and Information 
Studies (0.315). Analysis of the Source Normalised Impact per Paper (SNIP), it was noticed that 
Malaysian Journal of Library and Information Science has the highest average SNIP (0.674) 
followed by Annals of Library and Information Studies (0.661). It was also seen that Journal of 
Information Science and Engineering received the highest average of Source Citations (881.67) 
followed by Malaysian Journal of Library and Information Science (226.5). 
 
Analysing the highest documents published during the period, it was found that Journal of 
Information Science and Engineering published the highest number of documents with an 
average of 88.67 research papers per year followed by DESIDOC Journal of Library and 
Information Technology with the average of 59.17 research papers per year. Comparing the 
papers which were not cited elsewhere, it was noted that Library and Information Science has the 
highest number of not cited documents (91.29%) followed by Journal of Educational Media and 
Library Sciences (57.74%). It was also noted that remaining journals were performed well, and 
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In the investigation of 6 highest rated LIS journals of Asia, it was evident that A. Abrizah, from 
University of Malaya, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia was a top prolific author with the score of 83 
documents, 696 citations and 15 h-index. However, Brij Mohan Gupta, from NISTDS, India was 
a top prolific author in terms of publications with 117 documents, 689 citations and 12 h-index. 
Analysis of the top 6 LIS journals of the Asian region, it was worth nothing that India was the 
leading county with 506 publications followed by Taiwan (205) and China (195) respectively. It 
was because there were two Indian journals selected for this study out of six. If the study covers 
all the LIS journals, then the result may differ. Within the Asian region, China scored top rank in 




This study presents a scientometric analysis of the top six Library and Information Science 
journals based on the SCImago Journal Ranking in the Asian region. A comparative analysis has 
been given to better understand the quality and reputation of these journals on the basis of their 
publications, the number of research articles, their citations, authorship pattern, co-authorship 
pattern, growth pattern, SCImago impact factor, etc. The study shows that “algorithms” was 
highly used keyword and indicated that the majority of authors belong to India. This may be due 
to the fact that two participated journals come from India. The study will ultimately guide the 
authors to know about the status of journals included in this present study. This article will be 
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